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THE LAND OF UZ. 

By Pbofessob Friedbich Delitzsch. 

Translated and abridgedi from Note in Zeitsehr. f. KeUsehrtftfoncbung u.Verwandte Gehiete; Band 
11., Heft 1. By Rev. O. O. Fletcher, Ottawa, 111. 



Of the geographical site of the land of Uz, the scene of the poem Job, a three- 
fold description was for a long time under consideration. First of all, some 
of the declarations respecting the land of Uz found in the Book of Job itself. 
It says of Job (i., 3) that he had become great " before all the sons of the East," 
he and his countrymen belonged, therefore, to the Arabico- Aramaic tribes in the 
east and north-east of Palestine, to the races of the Syro- Arabian desert. And 
since it is related (i., 15) that the Sabseans had invaded Job's plough and pasture 
land, and (i., 17) that the Chaldaeans had formed into three bands and fallen upon 
Job's camels, the land of Uz must have lain open to such predatory surprises, as 
well from the side of the Chaldaeans as from that of the Sabaeans (dwelling or 
thought to dwell in North Arabia). It was, consequently, on the edge of the 
great desert; and the statement (i., 19), "there came a great wind from the des- 
ert," agrees with this. This desert is the eastern portion of the Syro-Arabian 
desert which extends quite to the Persian gulf. 

The approximate situation of the land of Uz was further to be determined 
with the aid of the other places in the Old Testament in which Uz is mentioned, 
especially the ethnological table which names Uz [Heb. 'u§] as one of the sons of 
Aram (Gen. x., 23), as also Gen. xxii.,21, where Uz ['ug] appears as the first-bom 
of the sons of Nahor by Milcah, together with Buz and Kemuel, " the father of 
Aram." That the land of Uz was, according to this, a province standing in some 
sort of relation to Aram, may now be termed a universal assumption. The older 
view, which sees in Uz a Seirito-Edomite province, cannot be supported either 
by Gen. xxxvi., 28., where it would seem that another2 but unisonant ('ug) fam- 
ily name is given, or by Lam., iv., 21, where Uz or a part (?) of Uz appears in the 
mere temporary possession of Edom. Moreover, the land of Uz must have been 
rather extensive— note Jer. xxv., 20, " all the kings of the land of Uz." It must 
upon the whole have lain northwards from Idumsea, in the direction of the dis- 
tricts occupied by the Aramaeans (and Arabians), north and north-east from the 
Sea of Gennesaret. Josephus also evidently held (Ant., i., 6, 4) to those deter- 
minations of the place which are given in the Old Testament, since he gives Oiaof 
as the founder of the people of the Trachonitis and of Damascus ; likewise the 
" tradition " which may be traced back to Eusebius,, and according to which Job 
was a native of Trachonitis, more particularly of the land of Sihon. Although 
the residence of Job in Batanaea was then pointed out, or even now the residence 
and tomb of Job are there shown in the most fruitful part of the Hauran Plain, 
the so-called Nuqra, and a little farther south the ruins of a monastery of Job, yet 
the tradition is not in itself so incredible as similar so-called " traditions." But 



1 [Some of the argument from the cuneiform texts is technical and not wholly within the 
province of The Student ; hence much that is in itself interesting must be omitted. The trans- 
lator's abridgement of passages is enclosed in brackets.] 

2 Such is the opinion also of Merx, for example; Article Vz in Schenkel's BibeUexikon. 
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despite the fact that it has been treated by Wetzstein in an exceedingly attractive 
and instructive manner,i it does not present security for absolute certainty : all it 
can claim is " preponderating probability." (Franz Delitzsch.) 

In determining the situation of the land of Uz, the lands from which the 
friends of Job came, were at last brought into account. For so much might be 
assumed, as that the countries, if not immediately contiguous to Job's place of 
residence, were nevertheless not separated from it by boundless tracts, but were 
rather joined to it by a comparatively easy and tolerably regular intercourse. In 
sootli these designations of nationality lead only to the result obtained through 
the other instances: viz. that the land of Uz was to be found outside Edom, 
and likewise without the provinces which lay farther to the north, that it was 
situated therefore somewhat between the two. Job's friend Eliphaz came from 
Teman (ii., 11), doubtless an Edomite district, as Jer. xlix., 20, most plainly 
teaches, where the name Teman interchanges with Edom. This likewise follows 
from Gen. xxxvi., 11, where Teman is named as a grandchild of Esau and, 
indeed over and above this, as a son of Eliphaz (verse 10)— the last name is 
according to this pure Idumsean. Job's second friend comes from Shuah [Heb. 
Su"hl (II., 11). The name Shuah does not occur elsewhere in the Old Testament 
except among the sons of Abraham and Keturah (Gen. xxv., 2); all these are 
names of representatives of Eastern (not merely East-Jordanic) peoples and 
tribes, down to those from Midian. Job's third friend Tophar is from Naamah, 
the situation of which is undetermined up to the present. And lastly Elihu is a 
Buzite (xxxii., 2); but the land Buz appears closely connected with Huz [Uz 
Heb. 'uq] in Gen. xxii., 21. Buz and Huz are, as we remarked above, sons of 
Nahor, according to this passage. In Jer. xxv., 2.S, it is intimately joined with 
the genuine Arabian dialects •, nevertheless there is given us therein as little aid in 
the way of determining the more precise locality of Buz, as that of Uz. 

This is the aspect of the question upon the ground of the Old Testament 
statements. We would now bring forward some new material from the cune- 
atic literature and submit the examination, material indeed not .drawn from 
Assyrian texts unpublished or but recently published, but proffered by cuneiform 
monuments long known, especially the inscriptions of king Shalmanesar II. (860- 
824). As the later Assyrian kings, Sargon, Sennacherib, Asarhaddon, Asurbani- 
pal, carried their expeditions and conquests into the distant territories between 
the Euphrates and North Arabia, so likewise had the kings Asurnasirpal and his 
son Shalmaneser long before crossed the Euphrates in the neighborhood of Car- 
chemish, and borne the glory of the Assyrian arms even to the shores of the 
Mediterranean Sea and along the Orontes southward as far as Ham^th and the 
Lebanon, arousing the peoples dwelling near and far from their sense of secu- 
rity. Perliaps statements are to be found in the annals of these kings, which 
are capable of casting a little more light into that wide region that extends from 
tlie right bank of the Euphrates south-east to the Hauran and beyond to the 
Dead Sea. 

In our work. Wo lag das Paradiesf (p. 297 sq.}, it has been already shown that 
the cuneiform literature knows of a land Suhu on the banks of the Euphrates, 
somewhere in the neighborhood of the city Reseph the present Rusafa, the famil- 

1 In his excursus, "The Monastery of Job In Hauran and the land of Uz," in DelUzach'a Com- 
mentary imJnh: II., (J95sq. [Clark, Edin.]. 
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iar desert station of the great Palmyra route. This word coincides with the Old 
Testament Shuah, Su'h, in sound and possibly also in fact. This land Suliu 
extended from above the mouth of the Belich to somewhere about the mouth of 
Chabur; it lay, therefore, down the river from Carchemish and its region. Now 
what I stated in my Paradies merely as possible, I am at present in a position to 
establish as actual; namely, that the cuneiform land Suhu is the same with the 
Old Testament Shuah (Gen. xxv., 2), and therewith also with the native land of 
Bildad the friend of Job. 

[On the great monolith of Shalmaneser is found an account of an expedition 
in which the Assyrian king overcame the kings of Carchemish, Sam'al and Patin 
crossing the Orontes and capturing a stronghold of the latter.] The kmg of Patin 
had summoned the princes of the contiguous countries to an alliance. The land 
Suhu, which belonged to these neighboring districts, is wanting in this account ; 
either because, as it seems it had lost its independency with respect to Assyria so 
early as Asurnasirpal's time, or it was named in the much-injured first line of the 
obverse. On the contrary, what is to me of high interest is that that land is 
named which also appears most closely joined to Shuah, in- Gen. xxv,, 2 ; namely, 
the land and people Ishbak, [Heb. Yisbaq], Assyrian Yasbuq. But if this identi- 
fication is correct — and who would wish to controvert it ? — then is the Hebrew 
Su'h [Shuah] shown to be the cuneiform Siil)u, which was contiguous to Carchem- 
ish, Sam'al and Patin. The home of Job's friend Bildad was, therefore, that 
Euphrates district into which the great caravan road from Damascus past Tad- . 
mor to the Euphrates, led, — a little south-east of Balaam's home, Pethor. 

The cuneiform texts are, however, not so definite respecting the land Buz, 
whence Elihu came, as in the matter of the land Shuah. Still at the very outset 
so much as this is assured, the cuneatic literature makes mention of it. It has 
already been shown ( Wo lag das Paradies f p. 306 sq.) that Hazo [Heb. H"z6] and 
Buz are set in near relation to one another in the Old Testament (Gen. xxii., 21 
sq.) : together with Huz [Heb. 'U9 the same with Uz] as first-born, there appear 
Buz as second son and Hazo as fifth. So likewise does the cylinder of Asarhad- 
don name the lands Hazu and Bazu in the closest connection with each other. 
The coincidence of these two countries with the biblical Buz and Hazo seems to 
me not merely to have " great probability," but to be as certain and incontrovert- 
ible as any other such geographical combination. For in addition to their agree- 
ment as to sound there is the further circumstance that Hazu and Bazu lie in the 
same region where we have been accustomed to seek not only Uz [Huz] but Buz. 
[This Asarhaddon inscription relates that the king — in an expedition which took 
him to Bazu, marched about 600 miles over a desert country to the land Hazu, 
and about 75 miles farther to the land Bazu, the distance being reckonedfrom 
Nineveh. This account does not, however, enable us to locate these lands with 
exactness] ; because we do not know what course the Assyrian army took through 
Mesopotamia and afterward on the other side of the Euphrates. Despite this, 
two things are assured; (1) that the land Hazu and the somewhat more distant 
Bdzu must have lain beside or in the great Syro- Arabian desert; and (2) that 
they are to be sought in the direction of the Hauran. The latter may be con- 
cluded, indeed, from the statements which the cylinder of Asurbanipal, the son 
of Asarhaddon, makes in respect of the distance traveled by the army of Asur- 
banipal in the Arabian expedition. [A careful examination of this inscription] 
gives us about 637J miles for the length of the march from Nineveh to Damascus. 
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This reckoning is merely approximate. And if we may now assume somewhat 
more or less, we have for the lands Hazu and Bazu, the region east and south-east 
of Damascus, where it was long since concludedi that the land Buz, the home of 
Elihu, Job's friend, lay. 

But what is to me of greatest moment is that I believe that the name and the 
land Uz itself can be shown to lie in the cuneatic literature. Upon the black 
obelisk of Shalmaneser [we read that on the occasion of an insurrection in the 
kingdom of Patin, the Assyrian king, having overthrown the usurper, set Sasi, the 
son of an Ussite or Usite upon the throne]. Who is this Sasi, the son of an Ussite 
or Usite, who is placed upon the throne of the land of Patin, he having of his 
own free will professed fealty to the king of Assyria ? What sort of a land may 
this Ussu or Usu be, to which Sasi belonged ? Certainly a land which lay not too 
far from Patin, to the west and north-west of Aleppo ,2 a land therefore that sim- 
ilar to Suhu and Yasburq [Shuah and Ishbak] had alliance and intercourse with 
Patiru, that lay as did these beyond the Syro- Arabian Desert, since it is not other- 
wise referred to in the above-mentioned accounts of the Assyrian expeditions to 
Ham&th and Damascus. Does not the land of Uz very evidently suggest itself ?3 
If in the great battle near Quaqar, a town of the Ham&th district, in the sixth 
year of Shalmaneser, Egyptians, Arabians and Ammonites appear as allies of 
Damascus and Hamath it cannot surprise us that one from the land of Uz, even 
though this lay in the Hauran, should hear of the victories of the Assyrian arms 
and offer voluntary homage, partly in order to protect his own land from an 
Assyrian invasion, partly to win for himself the vacant throne of another State. 

According to this, the Assyrian cuneiform literature thoroughly corroborates, 
xipon the whole, the most prevalent view as to the situation of the land Uz. Nev- 
ertheless it would appear to me worthy reflection, whether a somewhat more north- 
em situation for this land, somewhere in the vicinity of Tadmor-Palmyra, might 
not fit the Old Testament statement* quite as well at least as the Hauran region, 
and the results of the cuneiform investigation far better. A Usite dwelling in the 
direction of Tadmor would seem to me a more fitting occupant of the throne of 
Patin than one from the region of Hauran. And also as concerns the countries of 
Job's friends, the Hauran appears to me too distant and too difficult of access 
from the land Shuah ; while on the other hand the Nabatseans and Kedarites so 
early as Asurbanipal's time, carried their expeditions far to the north-east of 
Damascus, a land Uz in the hands of the Edomites about the time of the fall of 
Jerusalem, an Idumsean as the friend of the Uzite Job is not at all strange, even 
though this Uz had lain north or north-east of the Hauran. 



1 Chiefly because of Uz. In Job xxxii., 2, the LXX has the expressive addition to " Elihu the 
Buzite ; " ttjq AvaWtl^oQ Xtjpaf . 

2 The city "Azaz, Assyrian Hazaz, belonged among other to Patin. 

3 The connection would be put beyond doubt if unhappily It were not possible to read Uz-za-a 
instead of Us-sa-a 

4 For according to Jer. xxv., 20, Uz was a B7eat land ; according to the genealogical table 
[Gen. X., 23,] the first among the sons of Aram. 



